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10/076,135 filed 02/14/2002 
Seth R. Stem et sH. 

Reply to 0£Qoe Action of 09/30/2005 

REMAKKS/ARGUMENTS 

j Claims 1-32 axe pending in the above-captioned application, and all of these 
claims stand rejected. With this paper, claims 1, 7, and 13 have been amended, and claims 4-6, 
12. and 2j-32 have been canceled. No new matter was added with the amendment. 

I Claim reiectioas under 35 U.S;C. 6 1 12. sec ond paraeiaph 

Claims 1-1 1 and 13-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to pomply with the written description requirement. The subject matter added with the 
previous Office action response has been canceled. Applicants believe claims 1-1 1 and 1 3-32 
should now be found to comply wi& the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph. 

^' Claim rejections under 35 U. S.C. S 102fe^ as anticipated bv or. in the altemalive. m 
obvious over Becker et al. am fi.fi4l .'7nR\ 

Claim 12 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, as obvious over Becker et al. (US 6,641,708). Claim 12 has been canceled. 

Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. S I03fa^ as being unpatentable over Becker et al. 
(US6.641,7Q8) 

Qaims 1-5, 8-1 1, and 22-25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Becker et al. (US 6,641,708). With regard to the currently amended claims, 
the rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants have antended claim 1 to include the limitations of claims 4-6, No 
new matter was added with the amendment The Examiner stated in the August 24, 2004, Office 
action that claim 6 would be allowable ovct Becker et al. if rewritten in independent form 
including ^1 of ttie limitations of the base claim (claim 1) and any intervening claims (claims 4 
and 5). Tliis indicated allowability was withdrawn wift ibs September 30, 2005, Office action 
due to the alleged introduction of new matter to tlie daim. As indicated above, the alleged new 
matter has been elimina^ ftom claim 1. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal 
of the objeptlon to currently am»ided claim 1 under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a). Applicants have 
canceled independent claim 22, while reserving the right to pursue the claim at a later time, 
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Reply to Office Aciioa of 09/30/2005 

Claims 2, 3, and 8-U depend directiiy or indirectly fiom claim 1 . Any claim 
depending &om a nonobvious claim is also nonobvions. See MPBP § 2143.03 and In re Fine, 
837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Therefore, withdrawal of the rejection of 
dependent olaimu 2, 3, and 8-1 1 wdet 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) is lespeotfuUy requested, Applicants 
have canceled claims 23-25, while reserving the right to pursue these claims at a later time. 

IV. Claim rejectjons under 35 U. S.C. IQSra^ as beige unpatentable over Becker et b1. 
fUS 6.641.708^ in view of Wittetal. rus 5,645.702^ 

Claims 13-20 and 26-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Becker et al. (US 6.641,708) in view of Witt et al. (US 5.645,702). With 
regard to the currently amended claims, the rejection is xespectfiilly travased. 

Independent claim 13 has been amended to include the limitations of claim 21. 
No new matter was added with the amendment, The Examiner stated in tihe August 24, 2004, 
OfiBce action that claim 21 would be allowable over Becker et al. in view of Witt et al. if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base daim (claim 13) and 
any intervening claims (no claims intervene). This indicated allowability was withdrawn with 
the September 30, 2005, OfiBce action due to the alleged introduction of new matter to the daim. 
. As indicated above, the alleged new matter has been eliminated from claim 13. Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the objection to this claim under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03(a). Inde^pendent claim 26 has been camseled. 

Claims 14-20 depend directly or indirectly from currently amended independent 
claim 13. As any claim depending from a nonobvious claim is also nonobvious, withdrawal of 
the rejection of dependent claims 14-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) is respectfully requested. 
Dependent claims 27-32 have been canceled 

Applicants wish to point out tliat claim 7 has been amended to maintain proper 
dependency and to eliminate extraneous words. No new matter was added with the amendment 
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Condmsion 



For the foregoing reasons, Applicants believe all the pending claims are in 



condition for allowance and should be passed to issue. If the Examiner believes that a telephone 
hiterview would expedite ibe examination of application, the Examiner is requested to 
contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number provided below. 



CALIPER LIFE SCIENCES, INC. 
605 Fairchild Drive 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
Direct: 650-623-0667 
Fax: 650-^23-0504 
ann,petersen@caliperLS.com 



CER-rrFICATB OP TRANSMTHS TON ORMAflJNG 

I hereby catify tliis correspondenoe is bdn& fbeslmile littnsniitted to The USPTO or ^Bposfted with the 
United States Pojtal Service as First Class Mail in ap envelope addiessed lo: Commissioner for Pwents. 
P.O. Box 145Q. Alexaniirla. VA 22313-1430 on Auenst 23. 2007. by Auft C, Potereen. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Ann C. Petersen 
Reg. No. 55,536 
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